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For Petitioner and Appellant:

JOSEPH P. FALLON, Esq., 550 Montgomery

St., San Francisco, California.

For Respondent and Appellee:

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY,
San Francisco, Calif.

In the District Court of the United States in

and for the Northern District of California,

Southern Division.

No. 20,680-K.

In the Matter of CHAN SHEE, also Known as

CHAN SUEY GIM, on Habeas Corpus.

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS.

To the Honorable United States District Judge

Now Presiding in the United States District

Court in and for the Northern District of Cali-

fornia, Southern Division:

The petition of Chan Shee, also known as Chan

Suey Gim, respectfully shows:

I.

The petitioner was born in Hong Kong, China;

that she was married in 1924 to one Jow Wing, a

son of a native of the United States ; that in Febru-

ary, 1924, petitioner arrived in the United States
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and power committed to them by the statutes in

such cases made and provided for, and are unlaw-

fully confining, imprisoning- and restraining the

said petitioner of her liberty, for the following

reasons, to wit: that the proceedings before said

Immigration Department as hereinbefore alleged

were unfair; that the findings of said Immigra-

tion Department is not supported by the facts;

that [2] there is no proof that petitioner was

at any time, or is a prostitute. Petitioner alleges

that the immediately foregoing allegations are

proven by the facts hereinbefore and hereinafter

to be alleged in this petition.

IV.

That petitioner arrived in the United States

accompanied by her husband ; that her husband was

at that time a cook and worked at his trade in and

about San Francisco for between two and three

years, at all times during said period supporting

petitioner; that after said period of time petition-

er's husband left her not telling her where he was

going, but stating that he was going away to work,

and promising to send petitioner money; that

at the time the husband of petitioner left her she

had in her possession between $200.00 and $300.00;

that some three months after petitioner's husband

left she received from him the sum of $100.00, and

some time later the sum of $50.00; that for one

year thereafter petitioner continued to live at the

same place in San Francisco, working as a seam-

stress, knitter and dressmaker, earning approxi-
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mately $5.00 per week at such trades; that there-

after petitioner moved to Stockton, California, and
lived in the home of a certain Mr. Lew Chuck with
his family. Mr. Lew Chuck was and is a substantial

business man of Stockton, California, and a

married man with children. That petitioner's re-

moval to Stockton was at the invitation of Mr. Lew
Chuck; that at the time of her removal to Stockton,

petitioner had a little over $100.00 in her posses-

sion; that while living in the home of Mr. Lew
Chuck petitioner helped his wife in the housework
and took care of his children in return for living-

expenses. Petitioner also worked independenth^
of Mr. Lew Chuck at knitting and sewing, and
earned a few dollars at that business ; that petitioner

continued to live at the home of Mr. Lew Chuck for
a period of approximately two years; that at the
end of that period Mr. [3] Lew Chuck was
about to depart for China and secured a position
for petitioner at Walnut Grove with a certain Mah
Woo Jung, who is also named in the proceedings
before the Immigration Department as Mah Jung;
that petitioner entered the employ of said Mah Woo
Jung during January, 1930, as a waitress, receiving
as compensation the siun of $60.00 per month and
board; that she continued in the employ of said
Mah Woo Jung for approximately one year, at
which time her employer discharged her because
of poor business conditions, and promised to re-
employ her when business conditions again justi-
fied it; that some two or three weeks later, peti-
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tioner was arrested by the Ininiigration Authorities

as hereinbefore and hereinafter more specifically

alleged, and the proceedings herein complained of

for her deportation were begun.

V.

That on or about the 14th day of January,

1931, petitioner, acting through the influence and ad-

vice of one George Lee, also known among Chinese

people as Lee Ming, made a certain false and untrue

statement, a copy of which is hereto attached,

marked Exhibit 1 and made a part of this petition.

That on or about the 15th day of January,

1931, petitioner herein made a certain unsworn,

false and untrue statement, a copy of which is

hereto attached, marked Exhibit 2 and made a part

of this petition. That said Exhibit 2 constituted

the evidence upon which the warrant of arrest was

issued, as is sho^vn by the following statement made

by said Immigration Inspector at the hearing be-

fore him as hereinbefore alleged

;

(P. 3.)

"A. (By Inspector.) You are advised that

the evidence upon which the warrant of arrest

was issued in the case of this alien is the state-

ment that she made to Inspector Farrelly on

January 15, 1931, in San Francisco."

"By Attorney: Q. It is correct Mr. Inspector,

that the statement is unsworn to as appears

upon the face thereof, is it? A. (By Inspec-

tor.) Yes." [4]
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VI.

That at the hearing before said Immigration

Department, petitioner herein took the stand and

testified under oath in her own behalf; that after

giving the facts of her life in the United States as

hereinbefore more fully and completely alleged,

petitioner testified regarding the two statements

hereinbefore alleged, the circiunstance surround-

ing their taking, and the real facts concerning the

subject matter of said statements; that a copy of

her testimony, both examination and cross-examina-

tion, is hereto attached, marked Exhibit 3 and

made a part hereof; that omitted from said testi-

mony in said Exhibit 3 are certain immaterial,

redundant and irrelevant matters and certain

matters of court procedure that are immaterial in

the instant proceeding; that petitioner does now

again allege that all of the testimony set out in her

Exhibit 3 hereto attached and given by her under

oath on said 4th day of March and said 30th day

of April, 1931, before said Immigration Department

Inspectors, was and is true.

VII.

That said Immigration Department introduced

no evidence against petitioner herein save and ex-

cept her said unsworn statement hereto attached

and marked Exhibit 2; that the said Department

did not produce as a witness the said George Lee;

that the said Department did not produce any

doctor to substantiate the insinuations which are

contained in said Exhibit 2 hereto attached; that
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no evidence was introduced by any person as to the

practice of prostitution by petitioner or as to her

being an inmate of a house of prostitution, or as to

any immoral act upon her part. That at the time

of said hearing on the 30th day of April, 1931, and

as a part of the proceedings in said action, the In-

spector of the Immigration Department was asked

certain questions by the attorne}^ for petitioner,

and made answers as follows: [5]

(P. 24)

"By Attorney Brown: I will ask whether

or not you have any proof of ajij act of im-

morality committed by this witness other than

what has been presented in the way of an al-

leged statement ?

"By Examining Inspector: Xo.

"By Attorney Brown: Have you the names

of any persons who were presimied to have

committed acts of intercourse with this alien?

"By Examining Inspector: Xo."

That Exhibit 1 was not relied upon by said Im-

migi'ation Department and no confidence was placed

in said Exhibit 1 as is shown by the following ques-

tion and answer asked of and answered by P. J. Far-

relly, ImmigTation Inspector, at said hearing and

a part of the record before said Immigration De-

partment :

(P. 8)

"Q. So as I now^ understand the reason of

the taking of the second statement was because

you had no faith of the ability of the first in-

terpreter used? A. The reason the second
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statement was taken was because this Chinese

woman that is charged with prostitution is

worth $5,000.00, and I knew that where so

much money is involved the interpreter used

would hardly stand the pressure, more espe-

cially as he seemed to be working in that house

of prostitution at the time the alien was ar-

rested."

That there was in fact no evidence introduced

against petitioner at said hearing in any form save

and except petitioner's unsworn statement hereto

attached marked Exhibit 2, which said statement

was repudiated and explained by petitioner in her

evidence attached hereto and marked Exhibit 3 and

which said statement was, as hereinafter more

specifically alleged, unfairly obtained and used by

said Immigration Department.

VIII.

That the hearing before said Immigration De-

partment was unfairly conducted in the following

particulars, to wit: that Exhibit 2 hereto attached

was obtained by Immigration Inspector P. J. Far-

relly from petitioner in an unfair manner; that

petitioner was not informed of her rights; her at-

torney was not allowed to be present or informed of

the hearing, although the Immigration Department

knew that petitioner had an attorney, and knew

who said attorney was. That these [6] allega-

tions are shown by the testimony of said Inspector

P. J. Farrelly given in said proceedings and a part

of the record therein as follows

:



10 Chan Shee alias Chan Suey Gin

(P. 6-7.)

*' Examining Inspector to Witness:

Q. What is your name and occupation ?

A. P. J. Farrelly, Immigrant Inspector.

Q. Do you recall taking a statement from the

Chinese alien Chan Shee, alias Chan Suey Gim
at this office on January 15, 1931? A. Yes.

Q. Is this the person (referring to the alien

present) who made this statement to you on

January 15, 1931, at this office "? A. Yes.

Attorney to Witness:

Q. Just where was that statement taken Mr.

Farrelly I

A. Here in San Francisco at this office.

Q. In what room?

A. Room 58 of the Appraisers Building.

Q. Who was present at that time?

A. The stenographer, the interpreter and the

alien.

Q. Anyone else ? A. No.

Q. Mr. Farrelly, was that before or after the

time that I, the attorney for the alien, had

spoken with you in connection with the bonding

of this alien pending her release?

A. It was after.

Q. You knew then at the time that the state-

ment was taken from this woman alien that

she had an attorney did you not? A. Yes.

Q. And you knew who her attorney was did

you not? A. Yes.

Q. You knew from a previous discussion
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with me that I was to represent her through-

out this proceeding? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you apprise the alien of her con-

stitutional rights at the time you sought and

asked for the statement? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you inform her that any statement

made by her would be used against her?

A. No, sir.

Q. At the time of the taking of this state-

ment you proposed to use the same did you

not? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And so knew at the time ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. I will ask you if it is not a fact that she

refused to make any statement?

A. Yes, she refused to be sworn.

Q. What did you mean then pursuant to a

question propounded of you by Inspector

Brown of her statement to you that her state-

ment was sworn?

A. I never said the statement was sworn.

Q. Then the statement was not sworn to

which I have referred and upon which the

Government relies in this matter for deporta-

tion? A. No.

Q. How many years have you been in this

branch of the Service? A. 20.

Q. And you have had volumes of experience

in Chinese deportation matters ?

A. Yes, sir."

That the action of said Immigration Department

was based upon prejudice and improper conduct

of the Immigration Department as is shown by the
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following evidence given by said Inspector P. J.

Farrelly at said hearing:

(P. 8.)

''Q. So as I now understand the reason of

the taking of the second statement was because

you had no faith of the ability of the first in-

terpreter used?

A. The reason the second statement was

taken was because this Chinese woman that is

charged with prostitution is worth $5,000.00,

and I knew that [7] where so much money

is involved the interpreter used would hardly

stand the pressure, more especially as he seemed

to be working in that house of prostitution at

the time the alien was arrested.

By Attorney: The alien submits the forego-

ing answer as typical and an example of the

unfairness, pressure, coercion, duress and terror

which was exercised by the examining inspec-

tor at the time of the taking of any statement

of any kind.

Q. How did you know this alien was worth

$5,000.00?

A. That is the common price for a woman
engaged in prostitution. That is the common
price.

Q. Did you ever see $5,000.00 or any other

sum paid for this alien?

A. No, I never did.

Q. Have you any information, whether by

hearsay or direct, to the effect that any con-

sideration was ever paid for this alien?
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A. Yes.

Q. Will you submit the proof at this time ?

A. What kind of proof do you want?

Q. Proof of the payment of any monetary

consideration for the body of this alien?

A. I will ask to be introduced and made part

of the record a sworn statement given at the

time this alien was taken into custody at Wal-

nut Grove."

No testimony was introduced by the Immigra-

tion Department in substantiation of the implica-

tions made by said Inspector in the last above

quoted testimony.

IX.

That at said hearing Mah Woo Jung was sworn

as a witness and testified in behalf of petitioner as

follows: That he is sixty-one years of age, resides

at Walnut Grove, California, and has lived there

from twelve to sixteen years; that he is the owner

of a restaurant; that he is acquainted with peti-

tioner; that he testified as follows regarding the

character and reputation of petitioner

:

(P. 28-9.)

''Q. Did you give her a job? A. Yes.

Q. When? A. Last year.

Q. And as a matter of fact don't you think

it was somewhere around January that she

started working for you a year ago ? A. Yes.

Q. What kind of work did you give her?

A. Waitress work.

Q. Where? A. In my restaurant.
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Q. How long did she work there?

A. About eleven months.

Q. Steady? A. Yes.

Q. What did you pay her?

A. Sixty dollars a month and board.

Q. Eoom or no room? A. No.

Q. Where did she live?

A. She lived in a house in back of my res-

taurant.

Q. What time did she come to work in the

morning? A. About eleven o'clock.

Q. How long did she work?

A. Until about eight P. M.

Q. Did she work all the time.

A. Yes." * * *

"Q. Did you ever hear of her having any im-

moral relations with any man? A. No.

Q. Do you personally believe that she would

do such a thing ? A. No. [8]

Q. Is she just as good a girl as you would

expect to have as a daughter?

A. Yes." * * *

"Q. You state positively to your own per-

sonal knowledge you know for certain this girl

is not a prostitute or never was one?

A. Yes.

Q. You have been aiding her to live by ad-

vancing her money and future pay and will be

willing to continue to do so until these proceed-

ings are terminated, and in the event is is suc-

cessfully terminated on the part of the alien

you will re-employ her? A. Yes.
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Q. Do you promise here and now to re-engage

and employ this woman if she is successful in

being permitted to remain in this country in

these proceedings'? A. Yes.

Q. Do you know of any reason why it should

be necessary for this woman to practice prosti-

tution? A. No."

That one Gwan Kee Owyang testified as a wit-

ness on behalf of petitioner stating that he was

thirty-one years of age, a resident of Walnut

Grove, California, engaged in the grocery busi-

ness and had been engaged in the grocery business

with his father at said time and place for five or

six years; that he is acquainted with petitioner

and testified as follows regarding her reputation

and character

:

(P. 31.)

"Q. Are you personally familiar or do you

personally know the reputation of Chan Shee

and have you been familiar with her reputa-

tion since she has lived there? A. Yes.

Q. What is her reputation as to morality,

honesty, integrity and industry? A. Good.

Q. Have you ever heard this girl spoken of

as a person of immoral or loose character ?

A. No.

Q. Do you believe she is one? A. No.

Q. Is he well liked in the community?

A. Yes.

Q. Is she so moral a girl in your opinion as

to be worthy of being your sister? A. Yes."
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That in addition thereto the affidavit of Louie

Doo Hing a copy of which is hereto attached,

marked Exhibit 4 and made a part of this peti-

tion was filed in said proceedings and introduced,

received in evidence, and made a part of the

record therein. That in addition thereto the affi-

davits of Mah Woo Chmig and Gum Kee Owyang,

who also testified orally, were introduced, received

in evidence and made a part of said record. That

in addition thereto the affidavit of Owyang Fie,

fifty-nine years of age, and who has resided for

forty years at Walnut Grove, California, and the

affidavit of Fong Show Gow, twenty-six years of

age, and who has resided for two years at Walnut

Grove, California, were introduced, received in

evidence and made a part of said record. That

said affidavits were in form similar to and in sub-

stance identical [9] with that of Louie Doo

Hing which is attached to this petition and marked

Exhibit 4.

X.

That your petitioner has in her exhibits hereto at-

tached set forth verbatim all the material portions

of the testimony taken before said Immigration

Department. That your petitioner has not filed

verbatim the total record 'because of a desire to

simplify and to shorten the work of the Court in

the instant case. That there was no material evi-

dence introduced that has not been set forth and

referred to herein either verbatim or in substance.

WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays that a writ

of habeas corpus issue herein directed to the said
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Commissioner John D. Nagle and commanding him
to hold the body of petitioner within the jurisdic-

tion of this court, and to present the body of said

petitioner before this Court at a time and place

to be specified in said order, together with the time

and cause of her detention so that the same may
be inquired into the end that the said petitioner

may be restored to her liberty and go hence with-

out day.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this 21st

day of July, 1931.

NAT BROWN,
Attorney for Petitioner,

Stockton, California.

United States of America,

State of California,

City and County of San Francisco,—ss.

Chan Shee, also known as Chan Suey Gim, being

first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

That she is the petitioner named in the foregoing

petition ; that the same has been read and explained

to her and she knows the contents thereof; that the

same is true of her own knowledge except as to

those matters which are therein stated on her in-

formation and belief, and as to those matters she

believes it to be true.

her

CHAN X SHEE, [10]

mark

Witnesses

:

NAT BROWN.
CLARA A. EPPERSON.
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st day

of July, 1931.

[Seal] R. H. JONES,
Notary Public in and for the City and County of

San Francisco, State of California.

[Endorsed] : Filed Jul. 21, 1931, 1 :35 P. M. [11]

[Title of Court and Cause.]

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE.

Good cause appearing therefor, and upon read-

ing the verified petition on file herein, it is hereby

ORDERED that John D. Nagle, Commissioner

of Immigration for the Port of San Francisco,

appear before this court on the 29th day of July,

1931, at the hour of ten o'clock A. M. of said day,

to show cause, if any he has, why a writ of habeas

corpus should not be issued herein as prayed for,

and that a copy of this order be served upon the

said Commissioner and a copy of the petition

and said order be served upon the United States

Attorney for this District, his representative

herein; it is further

ORDERED that the said John D. Nagle, Com-

missioner of Immigration as aforesaid, or who-

ever acting under the orders of said Commissioner

or the Secretary of Labor, shall have the custody

of Chan Shee, also known as Chan Suey Gim, or

the master of any steamer upon which she may
have been placed for deportation by said Commis-

sioner, are hereby ordered and -directed to retain
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the said Chan Shee, also known as Chan Suey

Gim within the custody of said Commissioner of

Immigration within the jurisdiction of this Court

until its further order herein; and it is further

ORDERED that petitioner be released from

custody on bail in the sum of $3,000.00 pending

hearing.

Dated the 21st day of July, 1931.

FRANK H. NORCROSS,
Judge of the Above-entitled Court.

[Endorsed]: Piled Jul. 21, 1931, 1:51 P. M.

[12]

District Court of the United States, Northern Dis-

trict of California, Southern Division.

At a stated term of the Southern Division of the

United States District Court for the North-

em District of California, held at the court-

room thereof, in the City and County of San

Francisco, on Monday, the 14th day of Sep-

tember, in the year of our Lord one thousand

nine hundred and thirty-onje. Present: the

Honorable FRANK H. KERRIGAN, Judge.

No. 20,680.

In the 'Matter of CHAN SHEE on Habeas Cor-

pus.

MINUTES OF COURT—SEPTEMBER 14, 1931

—ORDER CONTINUING HEARING.

This matter came on regularly for hearing. On
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motion of Wm. A. O'Brien, Esq., Asst. U. S. Atty.,

ordered Immigration Records filed as respond-

ent's exhibit. After hearing attorney for peti-

tioner, ORDERED that this matter be continued

to Sep. 28, 1931. [13]

At a stated term of the Southern Division of the

United States District Court for the North-

em District of California, held at the court-

room thereof, in the City and County of San

Francisco, on Tuesday, the 13th day of Octo-

ber, in the year of our Lord one thousand

nine hundred and thirty-one.

MINUTES OF COURT—OCTOBER 13, 1931—

ORDER DENYING AND DISMISSING
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS
CORPUS.

IT IS ORDERED that petition for writ of

habeas corpus, heretofore submitted herein, be

and the same is hereby denied and said petition

dismissed accordingly. [14]

[Title of Court and Cause.]

SUBSTITUTION OF ATTORNEY.

I hereby consent to the substitution of Joseph

P. Fallon, Esq., as attorney in the above-entitled

matter.

(Signed) NAT BROWN.
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I hereby consent to act as attorney for the de-

tained.

(Signed) JOSEPH P. FALLON.
Dated: October 22, 1931.

[Endorsed]: Filed Oct. 22, 1931, 10:28 A. M.

[15]

[Title of Court and Cause.]

NOTICE OP APPEAL.

To the Clerk of the Above-entitled Court, to JOHN
D. NAGLE, Commissioner of Immigration,

and to GEORGE J. HATFIELD, Esq.,

United States Attorney, His Attorney:

You, and each of you, will please take notice that

Chan Shee, the petitioner in the above-entitled mat-

ter, hereby appeals to the United States Circuit

Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit from the

order and judgment rendered, made and entered

herein October 13, 1931, denying the petition for a

writ of habeas corpus filed herein.

Dated this 26th day of October, 1931.

JOSEPH P. FALLON,
Attorney for Petitioner. [16]

[Title of Court and Cause.]

PETITION FOR APPEAL.

Comes now Chan Shee, the petitioner in the above-

entitled matter, through her attorney, Joseph P.

Fallon, Esq., and respectfully shows:
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That on the 13th day of October, 1931, the above-

entitled court made and entered its order denying

the petition for a writ of habeas corpus as prayed

for, on file herein, in which said order in the above-

entitled cause certain errors were made to the

prejudice of the appellant herein, all of which will

more fully appear from the assignment of errors

filed herewith.

WHEREFORE, the appellant prays that an ap-

peal may be granted in her behalf to the Circuit

Court of Appeals of the United States for the Ninth

Circuit thereof, for the correction of the errors as

complained of, and further, that a transcript of the

record, proceedings and papers in the above-entitled

cause, as shown by the praecipe, duly authenticated,

may be sent and transmitted to the said United

States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Cir-

cuit thereof, and further, that the said appellant be

held within the jurisdiction of this court during the

pendency of the [17] appeal herein, so that she

may be produced in execution of whatever judg-

ment may be finally entered herein; and appellant

prays further that she be released under bond in

the sum of Three Thousand ($3,000.00) Dollars,

pending the determination of the matter in the

United States Courts.

Dated: San Francisco, California, October 26th,

1931.

JOSEPH P. FALLON,
Attorney for Petitioner. [18]
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[Title of Court and Cause.]

ASSIGNMENT OF ERRORS.

Now comes the appellant, Chan Shee, through

her attorney, Joseph P. Fallon, Esq., and sets forth

the errors she claims the above-entitled court com-

mitted in denying her petition for a writ of habeas

corpus, as follows:

I.

That the court erred in not granting the writ of

habeas corpus and discharging the appellant, Chan

Shee, from the custody and control of John D.

Nagle, Commissioner of Immigration.

II.

That the court erred in not holding that it had

jurisdiction to issue the writ of habeas corpus as

prayed for in the petition on file herein.

III.

That the court erred in not holding that the alle-

gations set forth in the petition for a writ of habeas

corpus were sufficient in law to justify the granting

and issuing of a writ of habeas corpus. [19]

IV.

That the court erred in holding that the appellant

was accorded a full and fair hearing before the

immigration authorities.

V.

That the court erred in not holding that the appel-
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lant was not accorded a full and fair hearing before

the immigration authorities.

VI.

That the court erred in not holding that the find-

ings of the immigration authorities were unreason-

able, bear no relation to the facts, and are not sup-

ported by the facts.

VII.

That the court erred in not holding that the al-

leged statements of the alien were not given imder

oath, were the result of entrapment, and given under

circumstances tending in no way to produce the

truth.

VIII.

That the court erred in not holding that the alien

was compelled to testify against herself, contrary

to the law.

IX.

That the court erred in not holding that the minor

and immaterial discrepancies that were developed

between the two alleged statements of the alien are

not such as to warrant deportation.

X.

That the court erred in not holding that the ad-

mission in evidence of the ex parte statements of

the alien, without her having been informed of her

rights, rendered the hearing unfair.

XL
That the court erred in not holding that there



vs. John D. Nagle. 25

was no corroboration of the alien's unsworn state-

ments. [20]

XII.

That the court erred in not holding that the taking

of the statement of the alien without informing her

of her rights was unfair and contrary to law.

XIII.

That the court erred in not holding that the taking

of the statement of the alien, after she had employed
counsel and had notice thereof, without informing

counsel and offering him an opportunity to be

present, was unfair and contrary to law.

XIV.
That the court erred in holding that the alleged

statements of the alien proved that she had been
guilty of prostitution.

XV.
That the court erred in not holding that the alien

was and is ordered deported without due process

of law, or proof of any kind or character proving
or tending to prove the alleged charge made against

her.

WHEREFORE, appellant prays that the said

order and judgment of the United States District

Court for the Northern District of California, made,
given and entered herein in the office of the Clerk
of said Court on the 13th day of October, 1931,

denying the petition for a writ of habeas corpus,

be reversed and that she be restored to her liberty

and go hence without day.

JOSEPH P. FALLON,
Attorney for Appellant.
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[Endorsed] : Received copies of the within notice

of appeal, petition for appeal, and assignment of

errors, this 27th day of October, 1931.

GEO. J. HATFIELD,
United States Attorney,

Attorney for Appellee.

Filed Oct. 27, 1931, 3:00 P. M. [21]

[Title of Court and Cause.]

ORDER ALLOWING APPEAL.

It appearing to the above-entitled court that

Chan Shee, the petitioner herein, has this day filed

and presented to the above court her petition pray-

ing for an order of this court allowing an appeal

to the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for

the Ninth Circuit, from the judgment and order

of this court denying a writ of habeas corpus herein

and dismissing her petition for said writ, and good

cause appearing therefor,

—

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that an appeal be

and the same is hereby allowed as prayed for herein

;

and

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that

the Clerk of the above-entitled court make and pre-

pare a transcript of all the papers, proceedings and

records in the above-entitled matter and transmit

the same to the United States Circuit Court of

Appeals for the Ninth Circuit within the time

allowed by law; and
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execu-

tion of the warrant of deportation of said Chan
Shee be and the same is hereby stayed pending this

appeal, and that the said Chan Shee be not removed

from the jurisdiction of this court pending this

appeal ; and [22]

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the said

Chan Shee be released on bond in the siun of Three

Thousand ($3,000.00) Dollars, pending the determi-

nation of this matter in the United States courts.

Dated: San Francisco, California, October 27th,

1931.

FRANK H. KERRIGAN,
United States District Judge.

[Endorsed] : Received copy of the within order

allowing appeal this 27th day of October, 1931.

GEO. J. HATFIELD,
United States Attorney.

Filed Oct. 27, 1931, 3:00 P. M. [23]

[Title of Court and Cause.]

ORDER TRANSMITTING ORIGINAL EX-
HIBITS.

It appearing to the Court that the immigration

records appertaining to the arrest of Chan Shee,

alias Chan Suey Gin, the detained herein, were

introduced in evidence before and considered by

the lower court in reaching its determination herein,

and it appearing that said records are a necessary
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and proper exhibit for the determination of said

case upon appeal to the Circuit Court of Appeals,

—

IT IS NOW THEREFORE ORDERED, upon

motion of Joseph P. Fallon, Esq., Attorney for the

detained herein, that the said immigration records

may be withdrawn from the office of the Clerk of

this court, and filed by the Clerk of this court in

the office of the Clerk of the United States Circuit

Court of Appeals in and for the Ninth Judicial

District, said withdrawal to be made at the time

the record on appeal is certified to by the Clerk of

this court.

Dated: San Francisco, California, October 27th,

1931.

FRANK H. KERRIGAN,
United States District Judge. [24]

[Endorsed] : Received copy of the within order

transmitting original exhibits this 27th day of

October, 1931.

GEO. J. HATFIELD,
U. S. Attorney.

Filed Oct. 27, 1931, 3:00 P. M. [25]

[Title of Court and Cause.]

PRAECIPE FOR TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD.

To the Clerk of the Above-entitled Court

:

Sir : Please issue for transcript on appeal the fol-

lowing papers, to wit:

1. Petition for writ of habeas corpus.
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2. Order to show cause.

3. Respondent's points and authorities.

4. Order immigration records filed and matter

submitted (Respondent's Exhibits ''A" and
''B").

5. Minute order denying writ of habeas corpus.

6. Notice of appeal.

7. Petition for appeal.

8. Assignment of errors.

9. Order allowing appeal.

10. Order transmitting original exhibits.

11. Citation on appeal.

12. Substitution of attorney.

13. Praecipe.

14. Clerk's certificate.

JOSEPH P. FALLON,
Attorney for Appellant.

[Endorsed] : Filed Oct. 27, 1931, 3:00 P. M. [26]

[Title of Court.]

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK U. S. DISTRICT
COURT TO TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD
ON APPEAL.

I, Walter B. Maling, Clerk of the United States

District Court, for the Northern District of Cali-

fornia, do hereby certify that the foregoing 26
pages, numbered from 1 to 26, inclusive, contain a
full, true, and correct transcript of the records and
proceedings in the Matter of Chan Shee, also known
as Chan Suey Gim, on Habeas Corpus, No. 20,-
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680-K., as the same now remain on file and of rec-

ord in my office.

I further certify that the cost of preparing and

certifying the foregoing transcript of record on

appeal is the sum of ten dollars and sixty cents

($10.60) and that the said amount has been paid

to me by the attorney for the appellant herein.

IN WITNESS WHEEEOF, I have hereunto set

my hand and af&xed the seal of said District Court,

this 28th day of December, A. D. 1931.

[Seal] WALTEE B. MALING,
Clerk.

By C. M. Taylor,

Deputy Clerk. [27]

CITATION ON APPEAL.

United States of America,—ss.

The President of the United States of America, to

JOHN D. NAGLE, Commissioner of Immigra-

tion for the port of San Francisco, and

GEOEGE J. HATFIELD, United States At-

torney' for the Northern District of California,

His Attorney Herein, GEFETING:
You are hereby cited and admonished to be and

appear at a United States Circuit Court of Appeals

for the Ninth Circuit, to be holden at the City of

San Francisco, in the State of California, within

thirty days from the date hereof, pursuant to an

order allowing an appeal, of record in the Clerk's

office of the United States District Court for the
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Northern District of California, Southern Division,

wherein Chan Shee, alias Chan Suey Gin, is appel-

lant and you are appellee, to show cause, if any

there be, why the decree or judgment rendered

against the said appellant, as in the said order

allowing appeal mentioned, should not be corrected,

and why speedy justice should not be done to the

parties in that behalf.

WITNESS, the Honorable FEANK H. KERRI-
GAN, United States District Judge for the North-

ern District of California, this 27th day of October,

A. D. 1931.

FRANK H. KERRIGAN,
United States District Judge.

Received copy of citation this 27th day of October,

1931.

GEO. J. HATFIELD,
U. S. Attorney.

[Endorsed] : Filed Oct. 27, 1931, 3 :00 P. M. [28]

[Endorsed]: No. 6710. United States Circuit

Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. Chan Shee,

alias Chan Suey Gin, Appellant, vs. John D. Nagle,

Commissioner of Immigration for the Port of San

Francisco, Appellee. Transcript of Record. Upon
Appeal from the United States District Court for

the Northern District of California, Southern Divi-

sion.

Filed December 30, 1931.

PAUL P. O'BRIEN,
Clerk of the United States Circuit Court of Ap-

peals for the Ninth Circuit.




